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ItEMARKS 

This is a full and timely respoixse to the outstanding final Office Action mailed June 
l|, 2(4)6. Claims 1-37 remain pending in the present application. Reconsideration and 

RECEIVI 

a|lowapce of the application and pending claims are respectfully requested. CENTRAL FAX 



Claims 1-19, 22-52, and 35-37 have been rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102Cb) as being 
a|Ltiicip^ted by Yan (U.S. Patent No. 6,003,065). Apphcants respectfully traverse this rejection. 
It is axiomatic that "[a]nticipation requires the disclosure in a single prior art reference 
■ eacli element of the claim under consideration." Wi L. Gore <& Associates, Inc. v. Gariock, 
Ji c, 721 F.2d 1540, 1554, 220 USPQ 303, 313 (Fed. Cir, 1983). Therefore, every claimed 
f atun of the claimed subject matter must be represented in the applied reference to constimte a 
p oper rejection under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b). In the present case, not every feature of the claimed 
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matter is represented in the Yan reference. Apphcants discuss the Yan reference and 



^phcjants' claims in the foUowing. 
a. Claim 1 

As provided in independait claim 1, Applicants claim: 
A manager loadable printer comprising: 

an apphcation program loaded on the printer, wherein a manager 
invokes functionality on and receives results from the application program 
via an agent remotely located from the application program. 

(ifmpl|asis added). 

Applicants respectfully submit that ind^endent claim 1 is allowable for at least the 
that Yan does not disclose, teach, or suggest at least 'Vherein a manager invoices 
f|nctit^nality on and receives results from the application program via an agent remotely 
from the application program," as recited and emphasized above in claim 1. 
Rather, Yan teaches that virtual machine instructions can be downloaded to a 
I^ph^al device. The virtual machine instructions can be executed by the peripheral device 
configure the peripheral device to work in a predetermined manner. However, Yan 
teach or suggest that a manager from a manager loadable printer invokes functionality 
pplication program via an agent remotely located from the application program. 
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As a result, Yan does not teach or suggest at least all of the claimed features of claim 1. 
llieref >re, claim 1 is not anticipated by Yan^ and the rejection should be withdrawn for at 
l^t tljis reason alone. 

b. gaims 2-5 

Becaxise independent claim 1 is allowable over the cited art of record, dependent 
aims 2-5 (which depend from independent claim 1) are allowable as a matter of law for at 
liast tie reason that dependent claims 2-5 contain all the elements and features of 
i^depeident claim 1. For at least this reason, the rejections of claims 2-5 should be 
^thditwa- 

c. Claim 6 

As provided in independent claim 6, Applicants claim: 

A method of instructing a printer having a virtual machine, the method 
comprising: 

providing an agent, the agent having an associated applet; 
loading the applet on the virtual machine; and 

executing the applet on the virtxial machine, wherein a manager 
invoke functionality on and receives results from the ttpplet via the agent 
remotely located from the applet, 

( impt asis added). 

Applicants respectfully submit that independent claim 6 is allowable for at least the 
rlasonl that Yan does not disclose, teach, or suggest at least 'SvhereLn a manager invokes 
f ncti< nality on and receives results from the applet via tiie agent remotely located from the 
a|pletf ' as recited and emphasized above in claim 6. 

Rather, Yan teaches that virtual machine instructions can be downloaded to a 
pftriphbral device. The virtual machine instructions can be executed by the peripheral device 
a id ca 1 configure the peripheral device to work in a predetermined manner. However, Yan 
fills tq teach or suggest that a manager from a manager loadable printer invokes functionality 
an ^pplet via an agent remotely located from the applet. 

Thus, Yan fails to teach or suggest at least "wherein a manager invokes functionality 
<;^i an4 receives results from the applet via the agent remotely located from the applet" As a 
rfsult, Yan does not teach or suggest at least all of the claimed features of claim 6. Therefore, 
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ci dm ) is not ajaticipated by Yan, and the rejection should be withdrawn for at least this 
r4^onialone. 

d. Claims 7-16 

Because independent claim 6 is allowable over the cited art of record, dependent 
cfeiins 7-16 (which depend from independent claim 6) are allowable as a matter of law for at 
U ist tl e reason that dependent claims 7-16 contain all the steps and features of independent 
cpim ^. For at least this reason, the rejections of claims 7-16 should be withdrawn. 

€, Claim 17 

As provided in independent claim 17, Applicants claim: 

A printer comprising: 
an applet; 

a virtual machine capable of executing the applet; and 
an interface for communication between the printer and a remote 
agent, wherein the agent initiates management events including requesting 
amount of resources being utilized by each applet operating on the virtual 
machine. 

C \mpl asis added). 

Applicants respectfully submit that independent claim 17 is allowable for at least the 
that Van does not disclose, teach, or suggest at least "an interface for communication 
twedn the printer and a remote agent, wherein the agent initiates management events 
clud ng requesting amount of resources being utilized by each applet operating on the 
rtua] machine^" as recited and emphasized above in claim 17. 

Rather, Yan appears to disclose at most a process for establishing "a bidirectional 
clmmtnication between the selected peripheral device and the host computer for transmitting 
a id re ;eiving real-time information generated while the peripheral device is operating.*' CoL 
^ , lin as 51-54, Further, a peripheral API is located on the peripheral device, such that the 
*|eripl leral API enables executable computer programs 226 to access functionality associated 
peripheral device such as printer 102B using hardware independent and architecturally 
system calls," Col. 9, lines 32-36. Thus, Yan fails to teach or suggest at least *'an 
ii terfa :e for commimication between the printer and a remote agent, wherein the agent 
ii itiatc s management events including requesting amount of resoiirces being utilized by each 
a plet operating on the virtual machine." 
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On this point, the fhyjal OjEfice Action states asserts that ''Yan states that ax\ applet cm 
to determine what areas of the printer device need repair or are close to being 
, such information as the amount of paper available, amount of toner, etc. . , . 
Yan can still be seen as anticipating claims 17 and 32." Page 4. In response, 
/|)phc^ts respectfully submit that this explanation fails to show that Yan teaches or suggests 
amount of resources being utilized by each applet." For example, areas that need 
or total depletion of ink or paper does not suggest the amount of resources being 
ihzet by each app let. 

As a result, Yan does not teach or suggest at least all of the claimed features of claim 1 7. 
, claim 17 is not anticipated by Yan^ and the rejection should be withdrawn for at 
l|ast tilis reason alone. 
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L Claittis 18-19 and 22^24 

Because independent claim 17 is allowable over the cited art of record, dependent 
<^ims| 18-19 and 22-24 (which depend from independent claim 17) are allowable as e matter 
cf lawlfor at least the reason that dependent claims 18-19 and 22-24 contain all the elements 
slid fe itures of independent claim 17. For at least this reason, the rejections of claims 18-19 
aid 23-24 should be withdrawn. 

g. Claim 25 

As provided in independent claim 25, Applicants claim: 

A method of instructing a printer having a virtual machine comprising: 
serving an applet to the printer; 

executing the applet on the virtual machine to produce a result; 
communicating the result fr0m the printer to an agent remotely 
located from the printer; and 

communicating the result from the agent to a manager. 

(^mpl{asis added). 

Applicants respectfully submit that independent claim 25 is allowable for at least the 
rfasorl that Yan does not disclose^ teach, or suggest at least **communicating the result from 
tie printer to an agent remotely located firora the printer; and communicating the result from 
t|e agpit to a manager," as recited and emphasi2:ed above in claim 25. 

Rather, Yan appears to disclose at most a process for establishing **a bidirectional 
c|>ram|inication between the selected peripheral device and the host computer for transmitting 
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a d re( eiving real-time information generated while the peripheral device is operating." Col. 
2[ , Itn i& 51-54. Further, a peripheral API is located on the peripheral device, such that the 
' eripl leral API enables executable computer programs 226 to access functionality associated 
v|th a peripheral device such as printer 102B usiixg hardware independent and architecturally 
ntutra system calls/' Col. 9, lines 32-36. Thus, Yan fails to teach or suggest at least 
omi) tunicating the result from the printer to an agent remotely located from the printer, and 
cfmrnjuiicating the result from the agent to a manager-" 

For example, Yan discloses a skelatal remote administration applet that can be used to 
iflanai a particular peripheral device but fails to teach or suggest an agent (or similar 
a' >p]io\ ition) remotely located from the peripheral device that is used to comtnunicate with the 
a; imin stration applet. As a result, Yan does not teach or suggest at least all of the claimed 
fj ature s of claim 25. Therefore, claim 25 Is not anticipated by Yan, and the rejection should 
4 wit|idrawn for at least this reason alone. 

h. Claims 26-31 

Because independent claim 25 is allowable over the cited art of record, dependent 
Jaimd 26-31 (which depend from independent claim 25) are allowable as a matter of law for 
aj leajt the reason that dependent claims 26-31 contain all the steps and features of 
i| Ldqp<ndent claim 25. For at least this reason, the rejections of claims 26-31 should be 
\|ithdiawn. 

t Claim 32 

As provided in independent claim 32, AppUcants claim: 
A printer comprising: 

an applet execution means for executing the applet; and 
interface means for communicating between the printer and a remote 
agent, wherein ike remote agent initiates management events to be 
performed by the applet including requesting amount of resources being 
utilized by each applet operating on the printer, 

( imp] lasis added). 

Apphcants respectfully submit that independent claim 32 is allowable for at least the 
xtasoij that Yan does not disclose^ teach, or suggest at least 'Svherein the remote agent 
i| itiat ss management events to be perfomied by the applet including requesting amotmt of 
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a|ove In claim 32, 

Rather, Yan appears to disclose at most a process for establishing *'a bidirectional 
c mmi mication between the selected peripheral device and the host computer for transmitting 
a|d r& seiving real-time information generated while the peripheral device is operating," Col. 
lin 3s 51-54. Further, a peripheral API is located on the peripheral device, such that the 
leriplieial API enables executable computer programs 226 to access functionality associated 
peripheral device such as printer 102B using hardware independent and architecturally 
system calls.'* Col. 9, lines 32-36. Thus, Yan fails to teach or suggest at least 
vherrin the remote agent initiates management events to be performed by the applet 
ij clud ng requesting amount of resources being utilized by each ^plet operating on the 

On this point, the final Office Action states asserts that "Yan states that an applet can 
I : executed to deteraiine what areas of the printer device need repair or are close to being 
d, such information as the amount of paper available, amoimt of toner, etc, . . . 
"ftiercfcre Yan can still be seen as anticipating claims 17 and 32." Page 4, hi response, 
ppli< ants respectfully submit that this explanation fails to show that Yan teaches or suggests 
equ( sting amount of resources being utihzed by each applet." For example, areas that need 
I pair ng or total depletion of ink or paper does not suggest the amount of resources being 
I ihze 1 bv each app let. 

As a result, Yan does not teach or suggest at least all of the claimed features of claim 32- 
hereJbre, claim 32 is not anticipated by Yan^ and the rejection should be vsathdjrawn for at 
a$t t|]is reason alone. 

j. Claims 35-37 

Because independent claim 32 is allowable over the cited art of record^ dependent 
< aimj 35-37 (which depend firom independent claim 32) are allowable as a matter of law for 
; lea A the reason that dependent claims 35-37 contain all the elements and features of 
idep( Tident claim 32. For at least this reason, the rejections of claims 35-37 should be 
\ ithd] awn. 
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Response To Rejections of Claims Under 35 U.S>C. S 103 



In the Office Action, claims 20 and 33 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as 
a|ege<4y being unpatentable over /(an in view of Soto/ov (U.S. Patrat No. 6,823,504). Claim 
and 34 stands rejected under 35 U.S.C. §103(a) as allegedly being unpatentable over Yan in 
vfew 0 [Friedman (U.S. Patent No. 6,763,499). It is well-established at law that, for a proper 
ectic n of a claim under 35 U.S.C. § 103 as being obvious based \ipon a combination of 
r|fereE les, the cited combination of references must disclose, teach, or suggest, either implicitly 
o| expl icitly, all elements/features/steps of the claim at issue. See, e.g. , In Re Dow ChemicaU 5 
11S.P. 3,2d 1529, 1531 (Fed. Cir. 1988), and/n re Keller, 208 U.S.P.Q.2d 871, 881 (C.C.P.A. 

All of the claimed features of independent claims 17 and 32 are not taught and suggested 
b r YoTi , as previously discussed. Further, the cited art of Sokolov and Friedman fails to cure the 
d ficie icies of the Yan reference in suggesting or teaching all of the claimed features in claims 
2! ), 21, 33, and 34 (which depend firom respective independent claims 17 and 32). Therefore, 
a{ prim i facie case establishing an obviousness rejection by the proposed combination of Yan 
-v^lth tl lc cited art has not been made. Therefore, the rejections of claims 20, 21» 33, and 34 
sfoulq be withdrawn. 

CONCLUSION 

For at least the reasons set forth above. Applicants respectfully submit that all 
dfcjectlons and/or rejections have been traversed, rendered moot, and/or accommodated, and 
t at ti e pending claims are in condition for allowance. Favorable reconsideration and 
owfi ace of the present ^plication and all pending claims are hereby courteously requested 
I! in t xe opinion of the Examiner, a telephonic conference would expedite the examination of 
ti is m; ttter, the Examiner is invited to call Ae undersigned agent at (770) 933-9500. 



Respectfully submitted. 




Charles Gtt^eieifReg. No. 47»283 
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